

A.  Right.

Q.  Would it be possible that when the
structure was originally erected that there
was a slight misalignment at that time such
that the bolt holes in the bin did not line up
with the bolt holes in the main support column
so that they were not used, that they were
simply a weld put in but no bolt?

A.  I looked at the support column in all
six.  Unless that column was cut where it had
originally been cut, in other words, the cut
was in an identical place, there was no other
cut welds on either piece, the stub column
or the main support column.  So, if that had
happened, then they had cut the stub column
off in the exact place that it had been cut
before.

Q.  I am not sure I follow your answer.  It
may have been a good answer, but it was not
clear to me.  Is there any reason to think
that one or more of those pairs of bolt holes
were not used, that they were just simply holes
in the side of the bin?

A.  No, we didn't find any evidence whatsoever
to support that.

Q.  I am not asking if you found evidence to
support that, I am asking you if it could have
been.  Was it possible?  Do you have evidence
that every bolt hole lined up with a main
support column, physical evidence?

A.  The last time the bin was painted there was
a, support column lining up those holes because
right below those holes they needed paint.
Sir, that is about as much evidence as I have.

Mr. Cavenaugh also indicated that contrary to the blue-
prints, which indicated continuous support columns from the
bottom of the structure to the top, the investigation revealed
that the support columns were cut and that plates were inserted
to form the stub column (Tr. 192-197) .  He confirmed that
transit checks were made on the footings, and that there
was no way to determine how many cross braces may have been
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